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H.R. 263: Mrs. SCHROEDER and Ms. ESHOO.
H.R. 264: Mr. SHAW and Ms. ESHOO.
H.R. 351: Mr. PETRI, Mr. BEILENSON, Mr.

LIVINGSTON, Mr. HANCOCK, Mrs. MEYERS of
Kansas, Mr. LIPINSKI, and Mr. HASTINGS of
Washington.

H.R. 359: Mr. PORTMAN.
H.R. 470: Mrs. KELLY and Ms. MCCARTHY.
H.R. 528: Mr. CRAMER.
H.R. 739: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska.
H.R. 789: Mrs. SEASTRAND.
H.R. 820: Mr. MONTGOMERY, Mr. SANFORD,

Mr. CHAMBLISS, Ms. MOLINARI, Mr. TALENT,
Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Mr. ANDREWS, and Mr.
ZIMMER.

H.R. 911: Mr. CARDIN, Mrs. ROUKEMA, and
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey.

H.R. 945: Mr. SABO, Mr. GUTKNECHT, and
Mr. MOLLOHAN.

H.R. 995: Mr. BARTON of Texas.
H.R. 1057: Mr. STENHOLM, Mrs. SMITH of

Washington, Mr. BRYANT of Tennessee, Mr.
EHLERS, Mr. KIM, Mr. MORAN, and Mr. ENGEL.

H.R. 1078: Ms. ESHOO and Mr. RAHALL.
H.R. 1083: Mr. BLILEY.
H.R. 1161: Mr. FIELDS of Texas, Mr. BRYANT

of Tennessee, and Mr. DIAZ-BALART.
H.R. 1384: Mrs. THURMAN.
H.R. 1398: Mr. TALENT, Mr. GEPHARDT, Mr.

SKELTON, Ms. MCCARTHY, Ms. DANNER, Mr.
HANCOCK, Mr. EMERSON, and Mr. VOLKMER.

H.R. 1402: Ms. ESHOO.
H.R. 1434: Mr. MINETA.
H.R. 1443: Mr. BEREUTER.
H.R. 1448: Mr. HOBSON.
H.R. 1459: Mr. REYNOLDS.
H.R. 1462: Ms. ESHOO, Mr. REYNOLDS, Mr.

YATES, Mr. KENNEDY of Massachusetts, Mr.
HALL of Texas, Mr. FILNER, Mr. ENGEL, Ms.
NORTON, and Mr. GEJDENSON.

H.R. 1506: Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota.
H.R. 1533: Mr. LUTHER.
H.R. 1567: Mr. STUPAK.
H.R. 1593: Mrs. THURMAN.
H.R. 1594: Mr. FUNDERBURK and Mr. SKEEN.
H.R. 1611: Mrs. THURMAN.
H.R. 1627: Mr. PETERSON of Florida, Mr.

MICA, Mr. PACKARD, Mr. PETE GEREN of
Texas, and Mr. EHRLICH.

H.R. 1713: Mr. SCHAEFER.
H.R. 1735: Mr. COLEMAN.
H.R. 1739: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey.
H.R. 1754: Ms. LOFGREN.
H.R. 1767: Mr. STUMP.
H.R. 1856: Mrs. SEASTRAND.
H.R. 1876: Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota, Mr.

VISCLOSKY, Mr. MENENDEZ, and Mr. YATES.
H.R. 1882: Mr. TANNER and Mr. ENGLISH of

Pennsylvania.
H.R. 1884: Mr. GEKAS.
H.R. 1915: Mr. SKEEN.
H.R. 1920: Mr. MEEHAN, Mr. UNDERWOOD,

Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. RANGEL, Ms. FURSE, Ms.
NORTON, and Mr. LUTHER.

H.R. 1932: Mr. HAYWORTH, Mr. LARGENT,
Mr. CHRISTENSEN, Mr. HUTCHINSON, Mr.
LEWIS of Kentucky, Mr. NEUMANN, and Mr.
MCINTOSH.

H.R. 1965: Mr. STARK, Mrs. MALONEY, Ms.
LOFGREN, AND MS. ESHOO.

H.R. 1972: Mrs. MINK of Hawaii, Mr.
KNOLLENBERG, Mr. SCHAEFER, Mr. TATE, Mr.
DIAZ-BALART, and Mr. PETE GEREN of Texas.

H.R. 1987: Mr. GILMAN.

H.R. 1994: Mr. CRANE, Ms. DANNER, Mr. EN-
SIGN, Mr. FATTAH, Mr. UNDERWOOD, Mr.
CLYBURN, Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, Mr.
TANNER, Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. DOO-
LITTLE, Mr. ORTIZ, Mr. JACOBS, Mrs. KELLY,
and Mr. FILNER.

H.J. Res. 89: Mrs. KELLY, Mr. QUINN, and
Mr. COBURN.

H. Con. Res. 10: Mr. FIELDS of Louisiana,
Ms. PRYCE, Mr. COX, Mr. KIM, Mr. MOORHEAD,
Mr. SENSENBRENNER, and Mr. CRAPO.

H. Con. Res. 50: Mr. BONIOR.
H. Res. 118: Mr. ZIMMER, Mr. REYNOLDS, Mr.

DURBIN, Mr. MEEHAN, Mrs. MALONEY, Mr.

SCHUMER, Ms. WATERS, Ms. JACKSON-LEE,
Mrs. MINK of Hawaii, Mr. ENGEL, Mrs. MEEK
of Florida, Ms. VELAZQUEZ, Mrs. THURMAN,
Mr. MARKEY, and Ms. LOFGREN.

H. Res. 122: Mr. MINETA.

f

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of rule XXII,
30. The SPEAKER presented a petition of

the Council of the City and County of Den-
ver, CO, relative to opposition to S. 240;
which was referred to the Committee on
Commerce.

f

AMENDMENTS

Under clause 6 of rule XXIII, pro-
posed amendments were submitted as
follows:

H.R. 1976

OFFERED BY: MR. KENNEDY OF
MASSACHUSETTS

AMENDMENT NO. 62: Page 29, line 24, strike
‘‘$10,400,000,000’’ and insert ‘‘$10,394,820,000’’.

H.R. 1976

OFFERED BY: MR. KENNEDY OF
MASSACHUSETTS

AMENDMENT NO. 63: Page 29, line 24, after
the dollar amount, insert the following: ‘‘(re-
duced by $5,180,000)’’.

H.R. 1976

OFFERED BY: MR. KENNEDY OF
MASSACHUSETTS

AMENDMENT NO. 64: Page 71, after line 2,
add the following new section:

SEC. 726. None of the funds appropriated or
otherwise made available by this Act for the
Market Promotion Program may be used to
promote the sale or export of alcohol or alco-
holic beverages.

H.R. 1976

OFFERED BY: MR. KENNEDY OF
MASSACHUSETTS

AMENDMENT NO. 65: Page 71, after line 2,
add the following new section:

SEC. 726. None of the funds appropriated or
otherwise made available by this Act may be
used to promote the sale or export of alcohol
or alcoholic beverages.

H.R. 1976

OFFERED BY: MR. KENNEDY OF
MASSACHUSETTS

AMENDMENT NO. 66: Page 71, after line 2,
add the following new section:

SEC. 726. None of the funds appropriated or
otherwise made available by this Act may be
used to promote the sale or export of alcohol
or alcoholic beverages of a type subject to a
tax under subpart A, C, or D of part I of sub-
chapter A of chapter 51 of the Internal Reve-
nue Code of 1986.

H.R. 1976

OFFERED BY: MR. KENNEDY OF
MASSACHUSETTS

AMENDMENT NO. 67: Page 71, after line 2,
add the following new section:

SEC. 726. None of the funds appropriated or
otherwise made available by this Act for the
Market Promotion Program may be used to
promote the sale or export of alcohol or alco-
holic beverages of a type subject to a tax
under subpart A, C, or D of part I of sub-
chapter A of chapter 51 of the Internal Reve-
nue Code of 1986.

H.R. 1976

OFFERED BY: MR. MCINTOSH

AMENDMENT NO. 68: At page 71 of the bill,
after line 2, insert after the last section the
following new section:

SEC. 726. Of the funds made available to the
Food and Drug Administration (‘‘FDA’’)
under this Act, not more than $72,190,800 may
be used for surveillance and enforcement ac-
tivities for the Devices and Radiological Pro-
gram, other than for the implementation of
the requirements of the Mammography Qual-
ity Standards Act (42 U.S.C. §§ 201 note, 263b,
263b note (1992)).

H.R. 1976
OFFERED BY: MR. MCINTOSH

AMENDMENT NO. 69: At page 71 of the bill,
after line 2, insert after the last section the
following new section:

SEC. 726. None of the funds made available
in this Act for the Food and Drug Adminis-
tration may be used to prevent the dissemi-
nation of reprints of articles when it is made
known to the Federal official having author-
ity to obligate or expend such funds that the
articles reference an approved, cleared, or
otherwise legally marketed drug or device
and have been published in peer-reviewed sci-
entific or medical publications, or other gen-
erally recognized scientific materials, in-
cluding articles discussing cost-effectiveness
claims; and none of the funds made available
under this Act may be used to prevent the
dissemination of scientific or medical infor-
mation or the demonstration of techniques
or procedures using medical devices when it
is made known to the Federal official having
authority to obligate or expend such funds
that such information is about an approved,
cleared, or otherwise legally marketed drug
or device and is distributed at, or such dem-
onstration is given using a legally marketed
device at, a continuing medical education
accredited program.

H.R. 1976
OFFERED BY: MR. MILLER OF CALIFORNIA

AMENDMENT NO. 70: Page 71, after line 2, in-
sert the following new section:

SEC. 726. None of the funds appropriated in
this Act for ‘‘Special Supplemental Food
Program for Women, Infants, and Children
(WIC)’’ may be made available to any State
when it is made known to the Federal offi-
cial having authority to obligate or expend
such funds that such State does not use, with
respect to the procurement of infant formula
for the WIC program, a competitive bidding
system, or any other cost containment meas-
ure that yields equivalent savings, in accord-
ance with section 17 of the Child Nutrition
Act of 1966 (42 U.S.C. 1786), as in effect on
July 18, 1995.

H.R. 1976
OFFERED BY: MR. SANDERS

AMENDMENT NO. 71: Page 3, line 3, insert
after ‘‘$3,748,000’’ the following: ‘‘(increased
by $1,000,000).’’

Page 56, line 16, insert before ‘‘, of which’’
the following: ‘‘(reduced by $3,000,000)’’.

Page 60, line 15 insert before ‘‘, of which’’
the following: ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000)’’.

H.R. 1976
OFFERED BY: MR. SANDERS

AMENDMENT NO. 72: Page 3, line 3, insert
before ‘‘.’’ the following: ‘‘(increased by
$1,000,000).’’

Page 56, line 16, insert before ‘‘, of which’’
the following: ‘‘(reduced by $3,000,000)’’.

Page 60, line 15, insert before ‘‘, which’’ the
following: ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000)’’.

H.R. 1976
OFFERED BY: MR. SANDERS

AMENDMENT NO. 73: Page 56, line 16, insert
before ‘‘, of which’’ the following: ‘‘(reduced
by $1,000,000)’’.

Page 60, line 15, insert before ‘‘, of which’’
the following: ‘‘(increased by $500,000)’’.

H.R. 1976
OFFERED BY: MR. SANDERS

AMENDMENT NO. 74: Page 71, after line 2, in-
sert the following:
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SEC. 726. None of the funds made available

in this Act may be used to pay the salaries
and expenses of the Chief Economist of the
Department of Agriculture when it is made
known to the disbursing official concerned
that a report on the impact of the introduc-
tion of synthetic bovine growth hormone on
small dairy farms in America will not be
completed by April 1, 1996.

H.R. 1976

OFFERED BY: MR. SANDERS

AMENDMENT NO. 75: Page 71, after line 2, in-
sert the following:

SEC. 726. None of the funds made available
in this Act may be used to pay the salaries
and expenses of the Food and Drug Adminis-
tration when it is made known to the Fed-
eral disbursing official concerned that a test
to show whether synthetic bovine growth
hormone (BGH) (also called bovine
somatotropin (BST)) is present in milk is not
being developed by the FDA and the develop-
ment of such a test is possible.

H.R. 1976

OFFERED BY: MR. THOMPSON

AMENDMENT NO. 76: Page 40, line 10, insert
‘‘(less $50,000,000) before ‘‘for loans’’.

Page 40, line 11, insert ‘‘(less $50,000,000) be-
fore ‘‘shall’’.

Page 40, line 20, insert ‘‘(less $85,000)’’ be-
fore ‘‘of which’’.

Page 40, line 20, insert ‘‘(less $85,000)’’ be-
fore ‘shall be for’’.

Page 45, line 10, strike ‘‘$6,437,000’’ and in-
sert ‘‘$7,080,700’’.

Page 45, line 19, strike ‘‘$500,000,000’’ and
insert ‘‘$550,000,000’’.

H.R. 2002

OFFERED BY: MR. NADLER

AMENDMENT NO. 8: Page 36, after line 13, in-
sert the following caption:

(INCLUDING RESCISSION)

Page 54, after line 24, insert the following:
SEC. 346. Amounts appropriated for im-

provements to the Miller Highway in New
York City, New York, which are not obli-
gated before the date of the enactment of
this Act are rescinded.

H.R. 2002

OFFERED BY: MR. NADLER

AMENDMENT NO. 9: At the end of the bill,
add the following new title:

TITLE V

ADDITIONAL GENERAL PROVISIONS

SEC. 501. None of the funds made available
in this Act may be used to incur new obliga-
tions for improvements to the Miller High-
way in New York City, New York.

H.R. 2002

OFFERED BY: MR. SMITH OF MICHIGAN

AMENDMENT NO. 10: Page 7, line 20, strike
‘‘$2,566,000,000’’ and insert ‘‘$2,565,607,000’’.

H.R. 2002

OFFERED BY: MR. SMITH OF MICHIGAN

AMENDMENT NO. 11: Page 24, strike lines 1
through 19.

H.R. 2002

OFFERED BY: MR. SMITH OF MICHIGAN

AMENDMENT NO. 12: Page 27, line 9, strike
‘‘$1,665,000,000’’ and insert ‘‘$999,000,000’’.

Page 27, line 12, insert ‘‘and’’ after the
semicolon.

Page 27, line 15, strike the semicolon and
all that follows through ‘‘project’’ on page
30, line 6.

H.R. 2002

OFFERED BY: MR. BREWSTER

AMENDMENT NO. 13: Page 63, after line 6,
add the following new title:

TITLE V—DEFICIT REDUCTION LOCK-BOX

DEFICIT REDUCTION TRUST FUND

DEFICIT REDUCTION LOCK-BOX PROVISIONS OF
APPROPRIATION MEASURES

SEC. 501. (a) DEFICIT REDUCTION LOCK-BOX
PROVISIONS.—Title III of the Congressional
Budget Act of 1974 is amended by adding at
the end the following new section:

‘‘DEFICIT REDUCTION LOCK-BOX PROVISIONS OF
APPROPRIATION BILLS

‘‘SEC. 314. (a) Any appropriation bill that is
being marked up by the Committee on Ap-
propriations (or a subcommittee thereof) of
either House shall contain a line item enti-
tled ‘Deficit Reduction Lock-box’.

‘‘(b) Whenever the Committee on Appro-
priations of either House reports an appro-
priation bill, that bill shall contain a line
item entitled ‘Deficit Reduction Account’
comprised of the following:

‘‘(1) Only in the case of any general appro-
priation bill containing the appropriations
for Treasury and Postal Service (or resolu-
tion making continuing appropriations (if
applicable)), an amount equal to the
amounts by which the discretionary spend-
ing limit for new budget authority and out-
lays set forth in the most recent OMB se-
questration preview report pursuant to sec-
tion 601(a)(2) exceed the section 602(a) alloca-
tion for the fiscal year covered by that bill.

‘‘(2) Only in the case of any general appro-
priation bill (or resolution making continu-
ing appropriations (if applicable)), an
amount not to exceed the amount by which
the appropriate section 602(b) allocation of
new budget authority exceeds the amount of
new budget authority provided by that bill
(as reported by that committee), but not less
than the sum of reductions in budget author-
ity resulting from adoption of amendments
in the committee which were designated for
deficit reduction.

‘‘(3) Only in the case of any bill making
supplemental appropriations following en-
actment of all general appropriation bills for
the same fiscal year, an amount not to ex-
ceed the amount by which the section 602(a)
allocation of new budget authority exceeds
the sum of all new budget authority provided
by appropriation bills enacted for that fiscal
year plus that supplemental appropriation
bill (as reported by that committee).

‘‘(c) It shall not be in order for the Com-
mittee on Rules of the House of Representa-
tives to report a resolution that restricts the
offering of amendments to any appropriation
bill adjusting the level of budget authority
contained in a Deficit Reduction Account.

‘‘(d) Whenever a Member of either House of
Congress offers an amendment (whether in
subcommittee, committee, or on the floor)
to an appropriation bill to reduce spending,
that reduction shall be placed in the deficit
reduction lock-box unless that Member indi-
cates that it is to be utilized for another pro-
gram, project, or activity covered by that
bill. If the amendment is agreed to and the
reduction was placed in the deficit reduction
lock-box, then the line item entitled ‘Deficit
Reduction Lock-box’ shall be increased by
the amount of that reduction. Any amend-
ment pursuant to this subsection shall be in
order even if amendment portions of the bill
are not read for amendment with respect to
the Deficit Reduction Lock-box.

‘‘(e) It shall not be in order in the House of
Representatives or the Senate to consider a
conference report or amendment of the Sen-
ate that modifies any Deficit Reduction
Lock-box provision that is beyond the scope
of that provision as so committed to the con-
ference committee.

‘‘(f) It shall not be in order to offer an
amendment increasing the Deficit Reduction
Lock-box Account unless the amendment in-

creases rescissions or reduces appropriations
by an equivalent or larger amount, except
that it shall be in order to offer an amend-
ment increasing the amount in the Deficit
Reduction Lock-box by the amount that the
appropriate 602(b) allocation of new budget
authority exceeds the amount of new budget
authority provided by that bill.

‘‘(g) It shall not be in order for the Com-
mittee on Rules of the House of Representa-
tives to report a resolution which waives
subsection (c).’’.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of
contents set forth in section 1(b) of the Con-
gressional Budget and Impoundment Control
Act of 1974 is amended by inserting after the
item relating to section 313 the following
new item:

‘‘Sec. 314. Deficit reduction lock-box provi-
sions of appropriation meas-
ures.’’.

CHANGES IN SUBALLOCATIONS

SEC. 502. (a) DOWNWARD ADJUSTMENTS.—
The discretionary spending limit for new
budget authority for any fiscal year set forth
in section 601(a)(2) of the Congressional
Budget Act of 1974, as adjusted in strict con-
formance with section 251 of the Balanced
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act
of 1985, shall be reduced by the amount of
budget authority transferred to the Deficit
Reduction Lockbox for that fiscal year under
section 314 of the Budget Control and Im-
poundment Act of 1974. The adjusted discre-
tionary spending limit for outlays for that
fiscal year and each outyear as set forth in
such section 601(a)(2) shall be reduced as a
result of the reduction of such budget au-
thority, as calculated by the Director of the
Office of Management and Budget based upon
such programmatic and other assumptions
set forth in the joint explanatory statement
of managers accompanying the conference
report on that bill. All such reductions shall
occur within ten days of enactment of any
appropriations bill.

(b) DEFINITION.—As used in this section,
the term ‘‘appropriation bill’’ means any
general or special appropriation bill, and any
bill or joint resolution making supple-
mental, deficiency, or continuing appropria-
tions.

(c) RESCISSION.—Funds in the Deficit Re-
duction Lockbox shall be rescinded upon re-
ductions in discretionary limits pursuant to
subsection (a).

SEC. 503. (a) SECTION 302(E) AMENDMENT.—
Section 302(e) of the Congressional Budget
Act of 1974 is amended to read as follows:

‘‘(e) CHANGES IN SUBALLOCATIONS.—(1)
After a committee reports suballocations
under subsection (b), that committee may
report a resolution to its House changing its
suballocations, which resolution shall not
take effect unless adopted by that House.

‘‘(2) A resolution reported to the House of
Representatives under paragraph (1) shall be
placed on the Union Calendar and be privi-
leged for consideration in the Committee of
the Whole after the report on the resolution
has been available to Members for at least
three calendar days (excluding Saturdays,
Sundays, and legal holidays). After general
debate which shall not exceed one hour to be
equally divided and controlled by the chair-
man and ranking minority member of the
committee reporting the resolution, the res-
olution shall be considered for amendment
under the five-minute rule. No amendment
shall be in order in the House or in the Com-
mittee of the Whole except amendments in
the nature of a substitute containing
changes in suballocations under subsection
(b) which do not breach any allocation made
under subsection (a). Priority in recognition
for offering the first such amendment shall
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be accorded to the chairman of the Commit-
tee on the Budget or a designee. No amend-
ments to such amendments shall be in order
except substitute amendments. Following
the consideration of the resolution for
amendment, the Committee shall rise and
report the resolution to the house together
with any amendment that may have been
adopted. The previous question shall be con-
sidered as ordered on the resolution to final
adoption without intervening motion. It
shall not be in order to consider a motion to
reconsider the vote by which the resolution
is agreed to or disagreed to.’’.

(b) SECTION 602(B)(1) AMENDMENT.—The last
sentence of section 602(b)(1) of the Congres-
sional Budget Act of 1974 is amended by
striking ‘‘or revised’’.

CBO TRACKING

SEC. 504. Section 202 of the Congressional
Budget Act of 1974 is amended by adding at
the end the following new subsection:

‘‘(i) SCOREKEEPING.—To facilitate compli-
ance by the Committee on Appropriations
with section 314, the Office shall score all
general appropriation measures (including
conference reports) as passed by the House of
Representatives, as passed the Senate and as
enacted into law. The scorecard shall include
amounts contained in the Deficit Reduction
Lock-Box. The chairman of the Committee
on Appropriations of the House of Represent-

atives or the Senate, as the case may be,
shall have such scorecard published in the
Congressional Record.’’.

H.R. 2002

OFFERED BY: MR. DEFAZIO

AMENDMENT NO. 14: Page 54, line 24, insert
the following:

SEC. 346. (a) Of the amount provided in this
Act for necessary expenses of the Office of
the Secretary, $2,500,000 shall be transferred
and merged with the appropriation in this
Act for the operation and maintenance of the
Coast Guard.

(b) None of the funds in this Act may be
used to close any multimission small boat
station.

H.R. 2002

OFFERED BY: MR. FOGLIETTA

AMENDMENT NO. 15 At the end of the bill,
add the following new title:

TITLE V—ADDITIONAL GENERAL
PROVISIONS

SEC. 501. Each dollar amount otherwise
specified in this Act under the heading
‘‘FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION—
Formula Grants’’ is hereby increased by, and
none of the funds made available in this Act
may be used to implement or execute high-
way demonstration projects authorized by
Public Laws 100–17 and 102–240 for which

total obligation for fiscal year 1996 exceed,
$135,000,000 and $200,000,000, respectively.

H.R. 2020

OFFERED BY: MR. HOBSON

(Amendment to the Amendment Offered by Mr.
Packard)

AMENDMENT NO. 16: Page 84, after line 17,
insert the new section:

SEC. 628. None of the funds made available
in this Act may be obligated or expended for
any employee training when it is made
known to the Federal official having author-
ity to obligate or expend such funds that
such employee training—

(1) does not upgrade employee productivity
and effectiveness;

(2) does not meet identified needs for
knowledge, skills, and abilities bearing upon
the performance of official duties;

(3) is inappropriate to the workplace;
(4) is designed to change participants’ per-

sonal values or lifestyle outside the work-
place;

(5) does not require prior employee notifi-
cation of the content and methods to be used
in the training and written end of course
evaluations; or

(6) does not provide an acceptable alter-
native for those employees articulating a re-
ligious or moral objective to participating in
an HIV/AIDS training program.
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